SOME REFLECTIONS ON A CONFERENCE ON THE HISTORICAL URBANIZATION OF NORTH AMERICA
It was refreshing and stimulating to be able to attend the conference at York University, January [24] [25] [26] 1973 , with historians, historical geographers, and others, to discuss research problems and findings involved with the theme of historical urbanization in North America.
More than two hundred people from Canada, United States and Britain attended the conference which was arranged and organized by a committee of geographers and historians chaired by Professor Roy Merrens (Geography, York).
Several sessions, which attempted to focus on particular themes, were organized. These themes were (1) sources and methods of urban research, (2) the role of the city in nineteenth century North America, (3) internal relationships within nineteenth century cities, (4) urbanization in the colonial era of North America, (5) regional variations in North American urbanization, and (6) residential change within North American cities. In addition, there was an introductory debate on "Toronto's Past «~ Does it Matter?, ff a concluding plea for "And What About the Twentieth Century? 11 by Professor John Marshall (Geography, York), and two very pleasant receptions, and some displays, including a small but effective one from the Map Division of the Public Archives of Canada.
As Table I shows, a not unexpected majority of papers came from people with institutional affiliations in the United States. Of the geographers giving papers about one half were from Canadian departments, but the majority of the historians were American based.
At times members of the audience could perhaps have been forgiven for feeling that the conference was for Americans and by Americans, and that somehow a Canadian delegation had strayed into the wrong theatre.
The "American presence" was evident in the delivery of several participants who, though removed in absolute space from their homeland, nevertheless remained firmly within its mental boundaries. It was also seen in the assumption by some writers that American models fitted Canadian reality. The present writers are not as certain that the phenomena of urbanism and urbanization can transcend the political and cultural boundary with impunity. In saying this, we are the first to acknowledge that similar processes have often operated in and on
Canadian and United States cities. However, we would hasten to add that one must examine spatial and temporal urban growth within the socio-economic and political framework of the regions under study.
In only one instance, out of thirty papers presented, was there direct collaboration between an historian and an historical geographer -Professor Ronald Hoffman (History) and Professor Carville
Earl ( If participants in the conference had hoped to be led to a clearer identity of theory by being present at the sessions, then they surely must have been disappointed. Nevertheless, even with the great diversity of themes and particular topics, communication did occur with some "unique" isolated studies becoming "case" studies illustrating interrelated processes, unsolved problems becoming more solvable, some loose thinking and writing being shaken by sharp comments, and isolated ideas becoming shared ideas.
14 There was not always complete acceptance of what was being said. For example, some of the papers stressed the "unique" while others were striving for the "general•" Because of this, participants sometimes felt either that a few papers were "trivial" because of their detail or that they left the realm of "reality 11 by generalizing too much. A matter of point of view? Certainly, it was clear that all of interest to some historians may not be of interest to some geographers, and vice versa. These differences of interest should be noted and accepted without value judgments or complaint. Equally so, areas of overlap should be further identified so that increased cross-disciplinary communication and investigation can take place.
As indicated earlier, only one paper at the conference was 
